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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the non-final Office Action mailed December 16, 
2fl05. I .econsideration and allowance of the application and pending claims are respectfully 
re juesl :d. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 103 
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Claims 1-8 and 10-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
u patej itable over Carney (U.S. Patent No. 6,408,278) in view of Hunter (U.S. Patent No. 
<Jo3). 

It is well-established at law that, for a proper rejection of a claim under 35 U.S.C. § 103 
obvious based upon a combination of references, the cited combination of references 
disclose, teach, or suggest, either implicitly or explicitly, all elements/features/steps of the 
clum £ t issue. See, e.g., In Re Dow Chemical, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and 
m re K&ller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871, 881 (C.CP-A. 1981). 
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a. Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1, Applicant claims: 

A method for distributing and presenting preferred data on a display 
device located at a predetermined remote premise, comprising: 
identifying a user preference; 

providing a first communication session between a user and a host 
server, wherein the first communication session transfers the user 
preference to the host server; 

selecting preferred data responsive to the transferred user preference; 

providing a second communication session via a communication link 
between the host server and a remotely located display device, wherein the 
second communication session transfers the preferred data and a display 
control parameter to the display device and transfers an indication of one or 
more operational conditions of the display device to the host server, 

placing the remotely located display device in a presentation mode 
configured to present the preferred data in response to the display control 
parameter, the display control parameter including a time period, wherein the 
presentation mode of the display device displays the preferred data for a 
duration in accordance with the time period; and 

at a designated time, initiating a communication session with the 
host server from the display device in order to receive new preferred data 
from the host server and to report any adverse conditions to the host server 
that are detected by the display device during a health status check of the 
display device. 
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Ofcaph isis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1 is allowable for at least the 
hat Carney in view of Hunter does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "providing a 
t c ammunication session between a user and a host server, wherein the first 
mmi nication session transfers the user preference to the host server" and "at a designated 
e, ii dtiating a communication session with the host server from the display device in order 
rece ye new preferred data from the host server and to report any adverse conditions to the 
st s« rver that are detected by the display device during a health status check of the display 
" as recited and emphasized above in claim 1 . 

For example, in Figure 1 of Carney, it appears to shows a display device 14 in 
cj&rnmlrnication with a server 24n which communicates via link 23 to a communications 
rj rtwoi <. 22. In particular, the figure shows that the server 24n communicates with the display 
14 in a one-way communication that is initiated from the server to the display device and 
rj >t vi ie versa. Additionally, the textual description of the reference does not appear to 
cj mtra lict this teaching. 

With regard to Hunter, it also fails to teach or suggest that a display device initiates 
oj >rnm mications with a host server that is also involved in a first communication session with a 
uj ;er. ?ot example, Fig. 1 of Hunter shows a customer interface web server 40 that is not in 
iram lnication with one of the LED displays 30. Furthermore, Hunter does not appear to 
sliggei t that one of the T."Rn displays 30 initiate communications with one of the servers 100 
( hat i i also not used in communication with a customer or user). This claim also recites 
ij irthe: features and/or combinations of features (as is apparent by examination of the claims 
t| iems :lves) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record. 

1 Accordingly, the cited art fails to teach or suggest at least "providing a first 
mm mication session between a user and a host server, wherein the first communication 
fj 3gsio i transfers the user preference to the host server" and "at a designated time, imtiating a 
<j jmm mication session with the host server from the display device in order to receive new 
jj refer ed data from the host server and to report any adverse conditions to the host server that 
\ :e d< tected by the display device during a health status check of the display device." 
"ore, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed 



<j wnbi nation of Carney in view of Hunter has not been made. As a result, the rejections of 
<j laim 



I should be withdrawn. 
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b. Claims 2-8 and 10-16 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
cfeims 2-8 and 10-16 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a matter of 
Is iv fo at least the reason that the dependent claims 2-8 and 10-16 contain all the steps and 
f< ature 3 of independent claim 1 . Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for 
ajjlowa jility of claims 2-8 and 10-16, these claims recite further features and/or combinations 
fea' ures (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that arc patentably 
dSstinc : from the cited art of record. Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be 
v ithdr iwn. 



c. Claim 17 

As provided in independent claim 17, Applicant claims: 

A digital image leasing system comprising: 

means for collecting a plurality of digital images; 

means for indexing the plurality of digital images; 

means for recording information reflective of a particular customer; 

means for providing a mechanism for the particular customer to 
communicate an image preference; 

means for selecting a digital image responsive to the image preference; 

means for communicating the digital image to a display device at a 
remote location, wherein the display device is configured to enter a 
presentation mode such that the display device is configured to display the 
digital image in accordance with an amount of time specified by a display 
parameter; and 

means for the display device to transfer information regarding the 
display device, the display device being configured to initiate a 
communication session for receiving new digital image data and to report 
any adverse conditions that are detected by the display device during a 
health status check of the display device. 



otnplflasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 17 is allowable for at least the 
reason! that Carney in view of Hunter does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "means for 
tfle display device to transfer information regarding the display device, the display device 
b ;ing sonSgured to initiate a communication session for receiving new digita] image data and 
t. rep< rt any adverse conditions that are detected by the display device during a health status 
qfieck )f the display device," as recited and emphasized above in claim 17. 
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For example, in Figure 1 of Carney, it appears to shows a display device 14 in 
with a server 24n which communicates via link 23 to a cormnunications 
22. In particular, the figure shows that the server 24n communicates with the display 
14 in a one-way communication that flows from the server to the display device and not 
Therefore, the display device 14 does not appear to initiate a communication 
Additionally, the textual description of the reference does not appear to contradict this 
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With regard to Hunter, it also fails to teach or suggest that a display device initiates 
where a transfer of digital image data or a reporting of adverse conditions 
For example, Hunter does not appear to suggest that one of the LED displays 30 initiate 
with one of the servers 100 (that is also not used in communication with a 
er or user). This claim also recites further features and/or combinations of features (as 
by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from the 
t of record. 

Accordingly, the cited art fails to teach or suggest "means for the display device to 
: information regarding the display device, the display device being configured to 
a communication session for receiving new digital image data and to report any 
conditions that are detected by the display device during a health status check of the 
device." Therefore, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness rejection by the 
ed combination of Carney in view of Hunter has not been made. As a result, the 
of claim 17 should be withdrawn. 
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d. Claims 18-20 

Because independent claim 17 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
<j|aim! 18-20 (which depend from independent claim 17) are allowable as a matter of law for 
lea|t the reason that the dependent claims 18-20 contain all the elements and features of 
dependent claim 17. Additionally and notwimstanding the foregoing reasons for 
bility of claims 18-20, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
iturlts (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct 
»n jlhe cited art of record. Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be withdrawn. 



PAGE 10/11 * RCVD AT 3/16/2006 1:54:58 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/2* DNIS:2738300 * CSID:7709510933 * DURATION (mm-ss):0348 



03/16/2006' 15100 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAVDEN 



PAGE 



CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons set forth above, Applicant respectfully submits that all 
ol jecti >ns and/or rejections have been traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and 
pending claims are in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
owa ice of the present application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. 
1$ in tl e opinion of the Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of 
tl s xxx iter, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500- 
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Respectfully submitted, 

(%&L* -o~ ,- r „ 

Charles W. Griggersflteg. No. 47,283 
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